Dear Paul, 


1/5/69 


nnU , T . I have been sending things on this subject to you and Moo and G ary 
only Therefore, I am sending my response to your ^evine argument to both so they 
can see your full argument, not only the part I quoted. My original plan ne° to ? 

*» “f ***'«■ cold, X „ n ted to go to Po.t ofriS 5 tore ^do, m . 

mat, m any event, I cannot now do. 

^obabiy on most subjects and agencies I would agree with v 0 u. Knowing 
these peopia as I do - and knowing how well the lawyers know the FBI, "with which 
they deal constantly - IS do not. 

Til ere are so many things to consider along with this. For example, their 
* of the related still and first-copies of the movies of the literature 

distribution, a memo on which will be enclosed or in my next mailing. Because you 

r a the rep0rt in 200 » ad - though you may have been my source I am 

sefldipg it herewith. My own observations confirms the rest of that paragraph, by 
the way, as recently as 1/2/69, and Johnson had no explanation. 


H 
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